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GOVERNMENT OF INDIA. 

LEGISEATIVE DEPARTMENT. 


The following Bill was introduced in the Legislative Assembly on the 7th February, 1922 


No. 8 of 1922. 


A Bill further to amend the Code of Civil Vro - 
cedure , 1908 * 


WiiEiuns it ifl expedient further to amend the 
Code of Civil Procedure, 1908 ; It is hereby y of 1908. 
enacted as follows ; — 


1. This Act may be called the Code of Civil 

Short title Piocedure (Amendment) 

01 1 e * Act, 192 . 

2. For sub-rule (3) of ltule 4 of Order III in 
Amendment of Rule the Filet Schedule to the 
4 (5), Older III, Act V Code of Civil Procedure, 
of 1908, 1908, the following shall be 

substituted, namely : — 


lf (S) No ligal practitioner entitled to practise 
in any High Court or Chief Court shall 
be required to present any document 
empowering him to act 3 \ 

3- Section 10 of the Bombay Pleaders Act, Bora. Act 
Amendment of boj* 60 fav as it is I in con- XVII of 

tion 10 uf Bomb iy Avt that vuth the provisions of ] 920. 
XVH of 1920. this Aot, shall net apply to 

the Vakils of the High Court. 


( 71 ) 
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STATEMENT OF OBJECTS AND REASONS. 


Tlie only object of the proposed amendment is to extend the privdege of appearing 
without a vaknlatnama or power of-atlorney to all legal practitioners of High Courts and 
Chief Courts, which had hitherto been enjoyed by Barristers and certain Advocates only. 


Allahabap, 

The 10th December, 1921. 


GIRDHARILAL AGARWALA. 


H. MONCEIEFF SMITH, 

Secretary to the Government of India. 
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GOVERNMENT OF INDIA. 

LEGISLATIVE DEPARTMENT. 


The following Report of the Select Committee on the Bill forthor to amend the Indian 
Limitation Act, 190S, was presented to the Legislative Assembly on the 7th February, 1922 : — 

Wb, the undersigned, Members of the Select Committee to whioh the Bill further to amend 


Paper No, J, — From the Honourable LientanAnt-Colonel A. E. Dow, C.S.I., 
C.J.E., I. A., Agent to the Governor General and Chief Commissioner in Bala- 
ohi*tan. No, 808-J., dated tjio 6th May, 1921. * 

From M. B, By, Piwan Bahadur K Ramchatidra Kao Avargal, Secretary 
to the Government of Madrue, No 670, dated the 18th June, 1021, and enclosure*. 

From N. G. A, Edglsy, Esq,, I.C.S., Reglstiai of the Hitrh Court r>f Judi- 
cature at Fort William in Bengal, Appellate Side, No. 8887-G., dHted the 16th 
June, 1921. 

From H Ll, L. Allaneon, Esq., J.C.S., Secretary to the Government of 
Bihar and OriflBa, No, 375- J. A. -7- J. T, f dated the 26th June, 1921, and 
enclosure. 

Fiom Major C, T. C. Plowden, I. A., Secretary to the Beaidcnt in Mysore and 
Chief CommisBioner/ Coorg, No. 2183*205-07, dated the 25th June, 1921, and. 
enclosures 

From A. Mellor, Esq., I.C.S,, Secretary to the' Government of Assam, 
No. 120-L„ dated the 27th June, 1921, and enclosure. 

From A. E. Nelacjn, Eaq., O.BB,, 1,0. S., Chief Seoretaiy to the Govern- 
ment of the Central Provinces, No, 0,-861-80, dated the 27th June, 1921, and 
enclosures. 

From the Honourable Mr. R« E. Holland, C S.I., C.I.E., I.C.S., Chief Com- 
missioner, Ajmer- Merwara, No. 1008, dated the 2bth June, 1921, and 
enclosures. 

From C. H. B. Kendal], Kaq , I.C.S., Secretary to Government of the United 
Province*, No. 969, dated the 28th June, 1921, and enclosures. 

Paper No. XI. — From It. Casson, E*q., I.C.8., Officiating Secretary to the 
Government of Burma, Legislative and Judicial Depaitments, No, 1828-L.-39, 
dated the L4th June, 1921, and enclosure. 

From the Honourable Mr. 0. A. Barron, O.S.I., C,I E„ I.C.8., Chief Com- 
v mlBeioner, Delhi, No. 4876-Legislative, dated the 4th July, 192], and enclosme. 

From J, Crera r, Esq,, C.I.E., M.L C., Secretary to the Government of Bombay, 
Home Department, No. 0748, dated the 9th July, 1821, and enoloBureB. 

From V. Connolly, Esq., I.C.S , Home Secretary to the Government of the 
Punjab, No. 2/04-S.-J,, dated the 9th July, 1921, and enclosures. 

From the Honourable Sir John Huffey, K.O.V.O., O.fl.I,, C.I.E., Chief 
Commissioner, North-West Frontier Province, No. 1762-G.N., dated the 1st 
July, 1921. 

From N. B. Gupta, Esq., 0 J E., Bar.-afc-Law, Officiating Secretary to the 
Government of Bengal, Judicial Department, No. 8168-J., dated the 80th July, 
1921. 

Paper No. Ill —From P. C. Dutt, Esq, I.C.S., Acting Secretary to the 
Government of Madras, Law (General; Department, No, S30O-B-1, dated the 18th 
August, 1921. 


the Indian Limitation 
Act, 1908, was recom- 
mitted have considered- 
the Bill and the papers 
noted in the margin, 
and have now the 
honour to submit this 
our Report, with the 
Bill as amended by us 
annexed thereto. 
Mr. D, R. Lyle has 
resigned his member- 
ship of the Assembly 
since the motion for 
recommitment wag 
tnadej and the re- 
maining members who 
have not signed the 
Report were prevented 
frotia attending the 
meeting of the- Com- 
mittee. 


Clause 3 — We would omit this clause and, subject to what we say below, would leave 
section 5 of the Act as it stands. We think it would be dangerous to apply section h to all 
applications, for example, applications by a judgment-debtor to set aside a sale in execution 
of a decree, and applications by a decree-holder for execution of a decree. If section 5 were 
applicable to all Bach applications, there would be no finality in the processes of the Courts, 
and this would lead to a most undesirable result in all oases where title to property is involved. 
We think, however, that the words i( made applicable by any enactment or rule for the time 
being in force " are, in to far as they refer to lules, vague, inasmuch as there is no definition 
of the term f rule'', r ihe intention no doubt is to refer to a statutory rule or a rale having 
the force of law, ag^ tulee contained in the Schedule to the Code ol Civil Procedure, and, 
in particular, Order 22, Rule 9, We would, theieforc, amend section 6 by substituting the 
^vorgU lf by or under any enactment ” for the woids “ by-any enactment or rule.” 

V a 2 
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Clause 3. — We have carefully considered each section in Parts II and III of the Act for 
the purpose of deciding whether it should apply to periods of limitation prescribed by special 
or local laws or not SS e think pio vision should be made that section 4, sections 9 to 18 and 
section 22 should apply, unlee* they are expressly excluded by the special or local law, and 
that the remainnjg provisions of the Act should not apply This will, of course, not preclude 
amendments of special or local laws with a view to the application of such provisions We 
have accordingly amended section 29 which clause 3 of the Bill will insert in the Act, and 
we have re-drafted the opening woids of the sub-section with a view to make the intention 
clearer* 1 

2. We think that the Bill has not been so altered as to require re-publication, and we 
recommend that it be passed as now amended. 


T. B. SAPRU. 

W. H. VINCENT. 

T. RAN G AC II ARIA R * 

N M. SAMARTH* 

C. KRISHNASWAMY RAO* 
J N. MUKtlERJKE, 

H. S. GOUR* 


The 4th February, 1022 , 
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[As FURTHER AMEND m BY THE SELECT COM- 
MITTEE.] 


('Words printed In italics Indicate the chan- 
ges rnede by he Select Ccmmlttee on 
re-ccmmitmont in t^e Bill as previously 
reported by the Committee*] 


A Sill further to amend the Indian limitation 
Act, 1908. 

W here\s it is expedient fmther to amend tbo 
Indian Limitation Act, 1 9<»8 ; It is hereby enacted 
as follows ; — 

1. This Act may be called the Indian Limita- 
tion (Amendment) Act, 
192 . 


Short tiQo. 


2. In section 5 of the Indian limitation Act, 
1908 (hereinafter referred 
to as tbo said Act), for the 
words ' r by any enactment 
or rule Jj the words (t by 
or under any enactment *' shall he substituted. 


.Amendment 
tion 6, Act 

leoe- 


of sec- 
IX of 


3* In section 29 of the said Act, — 

Amendment of soo- 
tion 29, Aot IX of 
1908. 

(a) for Bub-eection (1) the followng sub- 
sections shall be substituted, namely 

iC 29(l) Nothing in this Act shall affect 
a . section 25 of the 

aviDga. Indian Contraot IX of 1872. 

Act, 1872. 

(5) Where any speoial or local law prescribes 
for any suit, appeal or application a 
period of limitation different f'om the 
period prescribed therefor by the first 
schedule , the provisions of section 8 
shall apply, as if such period were 
prescribed therefor in that schedule , 
and for the purpose of determining any 
period of limitation prescribed for any 
suit , appeal or application by any 
special or local law ™ 

(a) the provisions contained in section 4 , 
sections 9 to 18, and section 22 shall 
apply only in so far as and to the 
extent to which, they are not express- 
ly excluded by such special or local 
Jaw j and 

(b) the remaining provisions of this Act 
shall not apply/ 1 , and 

(J) Sub- sections (fl) and (3) shall be re-num- 
bered (3) and {4), respectively* 


H. MONCRIEEE SMITH, 

Secretary to the Government of India >, 
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GOVERNMENT OF INDIA. 

LEGISLATIVE; DEPARTMENT. 


The following 1 Report of the Select Committee appointed to consider the Legislative 
Assembly Standing Orders was presented to the Legislative Assembly on the 3rd February, 
192 ? 

We, the undersigned Members of the Select Committee to which certain draft amendments 
of the Standing Orders were icferred, have the honour to make the following Report ; — 

We have considered the draft amendments moved in the Assembly by the Honourable 
Sir Wiliam Vincent, Mr. Fiank McCarthy, Rao Bahadur T. Rangachariar, Rai Sahib 
Lakehmi Narain Lai and SirP, S, Sivnewamy Aiyer, and we have also examined numerous other 
suggestions for amendments emanating from members of the Assembly or Departments of 
the Government of India in respect of which no formal motions were made in the Assembly. 
For convenience we deal with the amendments in the order of the Standing Orders to which 
they relate. 

Standing Order 7. — We have accepted the re-draft of this Standing Order proposed by 
the Honourable Sir William Vincent down to the end of 7 B(l) By a majority we have 
decided against the amendment suggested in the proposed Standing Order 7 B(2). This 
®ul>order was intended to inaugurate a procedure by which a majority of the Assembly, with 
the permission of the President, could give priority on a non-official day to a Resolution which 
had not secured a place in the ballot for that day. We underhand that this procedure was 
suggested as a substitute for the practice under which in the past Government has given 
time on official days for selected Resolutions of general public interest* Most 
of cs think that this object, namely, of securing the discussion of a Resolution 
in which members are generally interested, should be capable of attainment 
under the Standing Orders as they are. If membeLs are generally desirous that 
a particular Resolution should obtain time for discussion, their object can be secured by 
concentrating on that Resolution in one ballot. This would probably result in the particular 
Resolution obtaining an errly place in the ballot, and its position could be secured if members 
earlier on the list would withdraw in its favour. We think that the tendency to co-operate 
in this manner might be weakened by introducing the priority procedure suggested in the 
draft Standing Order 7 B(2), and we have, therefore, omitted it. Our Honourable colleague, 
Sir William Vincent, made it clear to ue that Government may notin' the future be able to 
give time for non-official Resolutions. 

We considered a suggestion by Sir Sivaswamy Aiyer that within five days of any ballot 
&ny two members might by agreement interchange their Resolutions on the list. We think that 
this would be objectionable and impracticable, and tbit members whose Resolutions had 
obtained an earlier place oo the list than the Resolutions which would by Sir Sivaswamy AiyeFs 
proposal obtain precedence would have a justifiable grievance at this upsetting of the ballot 
result. 

Rai Sahib Lakshmi Natain ImPe proposal to provide in Standing Order 7(2) that the 
President, with the consent of the Member of the Government concerned, may take up non- 
official business without a ballot on Government days was rejected by us. Rule 6 already 
enables non-official business to be taken on a Government day with the consent of the 
Government. 

Standing Order 8 , — We have accepted the proposed addition of sub-order (4) with some 
re-drafting in consequence of the decision to rejeot draft Standing Order 7 B(2). 

Standing Order 9. — The same excision has necessitated a slight change in this draft amend- 
ment which otherwise we accept. 

The Schedule — It is convenient to iefer to the Schedule here as the amendments necessi- 
tated therein aie consequent on the amendments which we propose to Standing Orders 7, 8 arid 
9. In substance we have accepted the amendments suggested in the Honourable Sir William 
Vincent's draft, hut we have gone a little further in one respect. We think there is no reason 
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why a member, who hue two or more Bills to introduce, Bhould be prevented from intro- 
ducing them on the same day. We would, therefore, 4 enable such a member to take 
as many number* in the Ballot lists as he has Bills to introduce, up to the number of three, 
and at the ballot to name a Bill for each nnmbei which he draws. We have re-drafted certain 
portions of the Schedule to give effect to this proposal. 

Standing Order 11.— We have inserted the words ,f and signed by tbe member giving 
notice Si ‘after the word u Secretary as proposed by Mr. Frank McCarthy. 

Standing Order 15 — We have adopted the same member’s diaft amendment to this 
Standing Order. We do not think that questions should quote fiom newspapers or should 
mention the name of a newspaper, 

Standing Order /#.— We do not think any amendment is required to this Standing 
Order, but our attention has been drawn to an Office Memorandum by tbe Department of 
Industries on the cost of producing the Official Report of Debates of the Legidative Assembly. 
We are not here concerned with the whole oE that Memorandum, hut solely with one item 
which makes a statement regarding the cost of certain Queetioue and Answers, to which we 
desire to draw the serious attention of the Legislative Assembly. 

The five longest Answer 6 given to Questions since the beginning of the first Session of the 
Legislative Assembly have cost the sum of Ms. £,250 ; the most expensive of them costing no 
lesB than Re. 900 itself. The fiyo Questions referred to are the following : — 


(1) Question 89 t Delhi Session™* 

Lobs by sale of Reverse Councils, 50 pages, mainly in 

tabular form 

Approximate cost, 
Rs. 

• 900 

(2) "Question 345, Simla Session — 

Enhancement of railway fi eights, 40 pages, mainly in tabular form . 

, 700 

(9; Question 160 1 Simla Session— 

Recommendations of the Indian Jails Committee, 28 

pages 

350 

(4) Question 61 , Simla Session™ 

Purchase of Railway Wagons in Ameiioa, 20 pagoa 

. ■ * 

250 

(6) Question 559, Simla Session— 

Indian Foiest Service, 20 pages . . » * 


, 250 


On account of the excessive length and of the most serious burden of labour which the 
answering of such questions must cast on Departments of Government, and also on account of the 
large expense incuired in printing them, wc are of opinion that measures should be taken to 
prevent the use of the Question paper of the Assembly for purposes of this kind. We consider 
that tbe purposes themselves are legitimate, but that they do not cdlne within the proper function 
of a Parliamentary Question. We, therefore, think that tbe President would be justified in 
applying a strict interpretation o£ Standing Order 16 to Questions and Answers of this 
character. 

We do not at present attempt to prescribe any procedure to meet the difficulty 
which might arise by the exclusion of such Questions under the disci etion of the 
President, The House of Commons possesses a method— that of moving for a Return — by 
which information of a lengthy, intricate or expensive character is euppliod, separately, 
m a White Paper or Blue Book. It is for coimderation whether a pioeedura of this 
kind should or should not be adopted by the Legislative Assembly. The only opinion 
which we express here, is that some method of this kind is neccesaiy to obviate . such 
gross exciescences as that which appears as the Appendix to Volume 1, Part I of Legislative 
Assembly Dobates. 

Wo do not approve the proposal by Rai Sahib Lakshmi Narain Lai to substitute for 
Standing Orders 17 to £0 a bare direction that written Answeie shall be circulated to 
members, We think that most, if not all, of the difficulties which aiiee out of the 
question procedure could be obviated if members would take the trouble to acquaint 
themselves with tho provisions of the Rules and Standing Ordeie on the subject, and 
particularly with rule 7, which enables the President to disallow a Question on the ground 
that it relates to a matter which is not primarily the concern of the Governor General in 
Council. 

Standing Order 19 . — We have made an amendment here which will enable the President 
to direct, at the request of any member, that the answer to a starred question be given. We 
would not go to the length of Rao Bahadur T. Rangachftriar’s propoml to require the member 
making swi request to have written authority from the member who is absent. 

Standing Order 23 . — We have adopted here the amendment proposed in tho Honourable 
Sir William Vincent's motion. We do not consider that there is any ground whatever for 
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making any of the amendments suggested by Rai Sahib Lakehmi Narain Lai and Sir 
Sivaewamy Aiyer in connection with the procedure for motions for an adjournment of the 
House, 

Standing „ Order 25 . — The amendments put forward by Mr. Frank McCarthy have in a 
modified form been adopted by us. We agree that a count should only be taken on demand, 
and that a second count should not be taken within an hour. 

We have considered the series of amendments proposed by Sir Sivaswamy Aiyer which he 
would introduce in the form of new Standing Orders after Standing Order 80. We recognise 
that Sir Sivaewamy Aiyer has devoted considerable care and attention to the matters to whnh 
his amendments relate. But we think that they are matters which should be the Bubjeot of 
practice and precedent, and ih.it they should not be introduced into the body of the Standing 
Orders, We are of opinion that his proposals would introduce a degree of rigidity into the 
procedure of the Assembly which is undesirable. There is at present a certain amount of 
elasticity which tends towards smooth working. Therefore, apart from numerous defects of 
drafting which the proposals contain, we do not think that they should be given effect to* 
We have, however, taken up in another form one suggestion of his, the object of which is to 
enable any member to adopt a motion put down in the name of an absent member. We 
think, however, this should be confined to Resolutions only, and that in every case the 
member proposing to adopt a Resolution should have written authority from the member who 
gave notice thereof, and that the President should have discretion even then to refuse permis- 
sion to move. This alteration we have introduced by an amendment of Standing Order 
fll(2). 

Standing Order 31 .— The draft amendments proposed by the Honourable Sir William 
Vincent and Mr. Frank McCarthy both invite attention to the fact that this Standing Order is 
too rigid. We have attempted to examine all the cases in whioh a motion raiein<> substantially 
the same question as another motion on which the Assembly has given a decision might not 
only be permissible, but might also be necessary. We have collected these cases into the 
proviso which we propose to add to Standing Order SK We think the proviso eihausts the 
circumstances in which repetition should be permissible. 

Standing Order 33 . — We propose an amendment here to make it clear that tho mover 
of an amendment, whether to a Resolution or to a Bill, has no absolute right of reply. We 
think discretion in the mattor should be left in the hands of the President. 

Standing Order 33 : — -We regard as unnecessary and undesirable the additions whioh Sir 
3ivaswamy Aiyer has proposed to this Standing Order, We do not agree to his amendments 
to Standing Order 37. 

Standing Order 34 . — Question has frequently arisen at meetings of the Assembly aa to 
the position of a movor's right of reply when the closure is moved and carried. Aa the 
Standing Order is framed at present, wo think there is no doubt that, when a motion for a 
closure is carried, any subsisting rights of reply have gone. We propose, therefore, that the- 
President should have discretion to allow a right of reply after the closure is carried. We 
have re-drafted sub-order (3) in order to make its intention clearer.. 

Standing Orders 88> 39 and 40 . —Various amendments have beOn proposed in these Standing 
Orders with a view to remove the doubts that have existed as to whether a Select Committee 
must be nominated by the same motion whioh refers the Bill to the committee. We have 
adopted the amendments of which notice was given by the Honourable Sir William Vincent to 
Standing Orders 38 and 40. These provide that, whore a reference to a Select Committee 
is the result of a substantive motion, the committee should be appointed at the time, but 
where the motion for reference is by way of an amendmont to a motion that a Bill be taken 
into consideration, then the appointment of the committee can be postponed to a subsequent 
meeting. We agree that as the Standing Order lays down that the Law Member, if a 
member of the Assembly, and the Member of the Government in charge must be members 
of the Select Committee^ it is unnecessary that their names should be* included in the motion. 

Standing Orders 54 to 57 , — We consider that steps should betaken at some time to make 
the amendment of the Standing Orders afar more deliberate proceeding than it is at present. 
It is a matte^hat should not bo taken up light-heartedly. At the feame time we are not 
prepared to jffi; forward proposals at present with this end in view. Wo have contented ourselves 
withextending the period of notice required by Standing Order 54 from ten days to one month 
instead of SO days suggested by Mr. Frank McCarthy. 

Standing Order 59 . — The amendment W0 propose here is intended to enable tho President to 
deal with Resolutions of an omnibus oharaoter. We understand that many Resolutions of 
whioh notices are now received contain several issues, and the President will be in a position 
to dwallow these, unless he is of opinion that they contain substantially one definite issue. 

Standing Order 61 . — Tho amendment made in this Standing Order hag already been 
explained above. 

Standing Order 63 , “This Standing Order as drafted does not enable the President to 
extend the time for the speech of a mover of a Resolution or of a Member of the Government 
though other epeCohos can be extended with the President's permission beyond the fifteen 

y s • 
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minutes which the Standing Order allows. We have, therefor^ provided for some elasticity 
in this matter, 

Standing Order 72 .— Sir Sivaswamy Aiycr proposed that the Assembly should he given 
power to suspend the operation of any of the Standing Orders at any time. We think this would 
he dangerous. The original Standing Orders have provided in numerous places that the 
President has discretion to suspend a particular Standing Order, and we have not discovered 
any casein which the absence of that discretion has been inconvenient, except with regard 
Standing Order 72 We have, therefore, proposed an amendment here. 

Standing Order 75 . — We have adopted the amendment put forward by Mr. Frank 
McCarthy. 

We do not think we need dhouBS in detail the numerous other amendments put 
forward. To a large extent the amendments were aimed at introducing a cast-iron 
procedure without any power of relaxation. We think the business of the Assembly 
would be seriously hampered if the various periods of notice suggested were laid down 
and could in no case be departed fiom. We do not approve of the suggestion that pending 
notices of Resolutions and Questions should be carried on from Session to Sessiou. 
This would involve a large amount of fruitless labour and expense in the otlke of the 
Assembly. Sir Sivaswamy Aiyei'fl amendments to Standing Orders 37 and 38 would, in 
our opinion, have the same effect of introducing an undesirable rigidity in the pro- 
cedure. His amendment to Standing Order 40 goes far beyond the Standing Order of 
the House of Commons, and would introduce a dangerous latitude in the scope of a Select 
Committee's duties, 

We have introduced a new Standing Order 7ti to enable the President to delegate his 
powers under the Standing Orders to the Deputy President. At present the Deputy President 
has no powers except when actually presiding at meetings of the Assembly. Circumstances 
might arise to prevent the President from exorcising the numerous functions which devolve 
ou hiqa outside the Chamber, and we consider it desirable that provision should be made for 
the carrying On of these functions by the Deputy President. We think that there are 
functions of the President under the Rules (notably his power under Rule 7) which might 
suitably be delegated to the Deputy President ; bat we think it would be more suitable if 
tbis provision were made by an amendment of the Rules themselves. 

We recommend that the amendments made by ua be passed by the Assembly. 

A. F. WHYTE, 

* Chairman . 

T. B. SAPRU. 

P. G1NWALA. 

C. S. SUBRAHMaNAYAM. 

A11UL KASRM. 

P. L, MISRA. 

W. H. VINCENT. 

G, G. SIM. 

- JAMSETJEE JFJEEBHOY. 


Delhi ; 

7/4* 2nd lebriwry, 1922. 
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AMENDMENTS OP STANDING ORDERS SUGGESTED BY THE SELECT 

^ committee. 


1. For Standing Order 7 the following Stan ling Orders shall be substituted; namely ; — 


li 7. On days allotted for the transaction of Government business the Secretary shall 
, * ~ A , , arrange that business in such order a s the 

Arrangement of Government buelnee. Q ovevaor General in Council may direct. 

7 A (1) The relative precedence of notices of Bills given by non-official members shall 

Preoedetio* of non-offiolal Bill.. be determined by ballot to be held m accordance 

wjtb tho procedure set out in schedule 1, on sucn 
clay, not being not less than fifteen days before the day with reference to which the ballot 
is held, as the President may direct : 


Provided that the President may, from time to timp, make such variations in the said 
procedure as he may consider necessary or convenient. 

(£) On a day allotted for the disposal of non-official Bills, Bills which have already been 
introduced by non-official membeis of either Chamber shall have priority over all other business, 
provided that any notice required by the Rule^ or Standing Orders has been given, and such 
Bills shall hive relative precedence in the following order, namely : — 


(a) Bills introduced in the Assembly iu respect of which the next stage is the 
presentation of the Report of a Joint or Select Committee ; 

(i) Bills pissel by the C mnoil in respect of which the originating Chamber was the 
Assembly ; 

(e) Bills introduced and passed in the Council ; y 

(d) Bills introduced in the Assembly in respect of which a motion haabeen carried that 

the Bill be taken into consideration ; 

(e) Bills introduced in the Assembly in respect of which the Report of a Joint or 

Select Committee has been presented ; 

(/) Bills which have been circulated for the purpose of eliciting opinions ; and 

(g) Other Bills, 

(8) The relative precedence of Bills falling under the same olause of sub-order (2) shall be 
determined by ballot, to be held at such time and in saoh manner as tl a President may 
direct : 

Provided that Bills falling under clause ( g ) which remain over from the preceding Session 
shall, subject to the provisions of sub-order (2) of Standing Order 4, have priority over other 
such Bills in the order of the date of their introduction. 


7B. The relative precedence of notices of resolutions given by non-official members 

~ shall be determined by ballot, to be held, in accord- 

Precedence of resolution.. anco ^ ^ proced “ re 6et ’ ut in Schedule I, on 

such day, not being not less than fifteen days before the day with reference to which the 
ballot is held, as the President may direct : 

Provided that the President may, from time to time, make such variations in the said 
procedure as he may ooneider necessary or convenient/** 

2 , In Standing Order 8 — 


(<?) in Bub-order (8) for the words a No business ” the words H Save as otherwise 
provided bj' the Rules or Standing Orders, no business 99 shall be subatituted ; 
and 


( b ) after sub-order (3) the following sub-order shall be added, namely t — 


11 (4) Not more than five resolutions (in addition to any resolution whioh has been 
commenced on, and is outstanding from, a previous day) shall be set down in the list of 
business for any day allotted for the disposal of nou-oflicial resolutions.” 


3 . For Standing Order Mhe following Standing Order shall be substituted, namely:— 

11 0. Non-official business set down for any day and not disposed of on that day shall not 


BuBlneBfl outstanding at end of day, 
to that day i 


be set down for any subsequent day, unless it 
has gained priority at the ballot held with reference 


Provided that, notwithstanding anything contained in Standing Orders 7 A and 7B, 
any such business which has been commenced shall be set down for the next day allotted 
to business of th^fc class, and shall have precedence oyer all other business set down for that 
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4 . For clause 1 of Schedule I the following shall bo substituted^ namely 

<c 1. Not less than seventeen days before each day allotted for the disposal of nom-official 
business, the Secretary will cause to be placed in the Assembly Office a numbered 
list. 1 his list will be kept open for two days, and durin^those days and at hours 
when the office is open, any member who wishes to give or has given notice 
of a resolution, or has given notice of a Bill, as the ease may be, may have hia 
name entered, in the oa^e of a ballot for resolutions, against one number only, 

or, in the case of a ballot for Bills, against one number for each Bill of which 

he has given notice up to the number of three, 

5 . In clause 2 of Schedule I for the words <f on the third day a ballot }i the words f< the 

ballot**, and for the words f( at which >} the word (i and )f } shall be substituted 

'0. In clause 4 of Schedule I after the words l< all the numbers** the words or, in the 

case of a ballot for resolutions, five numbers J * shall be inserted, 

7* For clause 5 of Schedule I the following shall be substituted, namely ; — 

11 5. Priority on the list will entitle the member to have set down, in the order of His 
priority for the day with reference to which the ballot is held, any Bill 
or any resolution, as the case may be, of which he has given the notice required 
by the Rules or Standing Orders : 

Provided that he shall then and there specify such Bill or Bills or such resolution. 

8 . Clauses 6 and 7 of the Schedule shall be omitted. 

9* In Standing Order 11 after the word <l Secretary * the words t( and signed by the 
member giving notice*' shall be inserted. 

10 * In Standing Order 15 the word “and ** at the end of clause (5) shall be omitted and 
shall here-inserted at the end of clause (6), and after clause (0) the following clause shall be 
added, namely : — 

“ (7) It shall not quote anything from a newspaper or mention the name of a 
newspaper/* 

11 . In Standing Order 19 for the words u the member to whom the question is 
addressed ** the words “ any member ** shall be substituted, and the words “ on the ground of 
public interest * 1 shall be omitted. 

12 . In Standing Order 23 after the words C( at 4 r.M.**, the following words shall be 

inserted, namely it— 

“or, if the President with the consent of the member of the Government concerned 
so directs, at any earlier hour at which the business of the day may terminate/* 

13 . In Standing Order 25 — 

(a) after the word u count J * the words " being demanded by a member ** shall be 

inBeited, and 

(b) the following proviao shall be added, namely : — 

“ Provided that no demand for a count to ascertain the presence of a quorum shall be 
made within one hour of any previous count/ 1 

14 . To Standing Order 311 he following proviso shall be added, namely : — 

u Provided that nothing in thi3 Standing Order shall, unless the President in any case 
otherwise directs, be deemed to prevent the making of any of the following motions, 
namely : — 

(a) a motion for the taking into consideration or the referenoe to a Select Committee 
of a Bill, where an amendment has been carried to a previous motion of the Bame 
kind to the effect that the Bill be circulated or re-oirculated for the purpose of 
eliciting opinions theieou ; 

(ij any motion for the amendment of a Bill which has been recommitted to a Select 
Committee, or re-ciroulated for the purpose of eliciting opinions thereon ; 

(c) any motion made as the result of a conference under rule 40 ; 

((f) any motion for the amendment of a Bill made after the return of the Bill by the 
Governor General for re-consideration by the Assembly ; 

(e) any motion.for the amendment of a Bill which is consequential on, or designed 
merely to alter the diafting of, another amendment which has been carried ; 

( ] f ) any motion which has to be or may be made within a period determined by or 
undor the Rules or Standing Orders. 

15 . To sub-order (8j of Standing Older 32 the following proviso shall be added, 
namely: — 

l( Provided that nothing in this sub-order shall be deemed to give any right of reply to 
the mover of an amendment to a Bill or a resolution, saye with the permission of tb$ 
President/* 
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18, For Bub-order (3) of Standing Order 84 the following shall be substituted, namely ; — 

" (3) Where a motion is made under sub-order (1), or a request is made under sub-order 
(2), the motion, and, if it is carried, the question, or, as the case may be, the 
question, shall be put without amendment or debite : 

Provided that the President may allow any member liny right of reply which he may 
have under these Standing Orders/' N 

17. In clause (6) of sub-order (l) of Standing Order 38 the words " composed of such 
members of the Assembly as he may name in his motion " shall be omitted. 

18. In Standing Order 4*0 — 

(a) to sub-order (1) the words " and it shall not be necessary to include thoir names in 
any motion for appointment of such a Committee " shall be added ; and 

(4) in sub-order (2) after the words "i^made or" the words ff in the case of a motion 
made by way of amendment under clause ( 0 ) of sub-order (2) of Standing Order 39 " shall 
be inserted. 

10* In sub-order (1) of Standing Order 61 for the words “ ten clear days'" the words 
"one month's " shall be substituted. 

20. In clause [a) of the proviso to Standing Qfd^r 69 for the word "a" the words 
"substantially one" shall bo substituted. 

21 * For sub-order (2) of Standing Order 6l the following shall be substituted, 
namely : — 

“ (2) If the member when called on is absent, any other member authorised by him 
in writing in this behalf may, with the permission of the President, move the 
resolution standing in his name. But if no member has been so authorised or 
such permission is not granted, the resolution shall be deemed to have been 
withdrawn." 

22. To the proviso to Standing Order 02 the following shall be added, namely j — 

" or for such longer time as the President may permit." 

23. For Standing Order 72 the following shall be substituted, namely : — 

"If notice of a motion to omit or reduce any grant has not been given two clear days 
before the day on which the demand is to be considered, any member may object 
to the moving of the motion, and such objection shall prevail, unkfig the 
President, in the exercise of his power to expend this Standing Order, allows the 
motion to be made." 

21. In Standing Order 76 for the words "Governor General" the word "President" 
shall bo substituted. 

26* After Standing Order 75 the following Standing Older shall bo added, namely : — 


" 70, The President may, by order in writing, delegate to the Deputy President all or 

any of his powers under these 
Standing Orders." 


Delegation of powers of President. 


H. MONCRIEFF SMITH, 

Secretary to the Government of India. 




